SOME  CRITICS  OF  AUTHORITARIANISM
of the fact that liberty cannot be as it were taught, that it is
as impossible to establish liberty in a people that does not
understand it as to destroy it in a people that does, he seems
at times to realize that the problem of freedom is something
more than the mere definition of the rights of the State, that
this mysterious State entity is itself something that may call
for examination—" that State of which one is always talking,
that marvellous intelligence, all-embracing, all-understanding,
all-controlling, free from interests or prejudices, always suffi-
ciently armed to prevent evil, able to distribute tasks and
rewards without hesitation, injustice or mistake, able to make
us happy at small cost, without knowing us or troubling about
our gifts or desires—such a State is after all a mere abstraction ;
it takes definite form in a prince, an official, an assembly.
Upon which private interest immediately returns, bringing in
its train passions, ignorance, indifference."x
This is a good beginning, but as he prefaces his work with a
declaration that" natural right is a defence against the State, but
gives no individual right against the State," it is clear we must
not expect too much in the way of anything really new; and when
he goes on to state the essential conditions of political liberty
we find him satisfied with these three2 : "the substituting of
written law for arbitrary will, the sanctioning and respecting
by the law of the natural and inalienable rights of man, and
the acting by the Government, not as having an interest and a
right of its own, but as being the servant and the minister of
the general interest." No one can deny that these conditions
represented a vast advance on the Imperial system, but it was
not going to take anybody very far; and it is not surprising-
to find Simon enunciating the familiar contradictory truths
concerning the need for " total freedom, without restriction
or reservation . . . with an authority that is strong yet the
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